stated that_the drive shaft in question was at an elevated
location which was not accessible to anyone.  It was mounted
on some ceiling supports and the walkway was located beneath
it.  He stated that the motor "would see no activity for a
long time" and that it was "most likely" shut down while it
was being serviced.  He did not believe that the motor would
be in close proximity to anyone at its location.

With regard to Citation No. 2237046. concerning the
No. 90 conveyor head and tail pulley, Mr. Bradford stated
that he could not recall Mr. McGregor ta.king any photographs.
He stated that the belt was not in operation and was locked
out.  He also stated that the guard had been removed to per-
form maintenance, but that it was not replaced when the cita-
tion was issued because Mr. McGregor indicated that it did
not conform with MSHA's recommended guards as depicted in
exhibit ALJ-1.  The guard was reconstructed and then replaced.
He conceded that the area was "cluttered."

With regard to Citation No. 2237047, regarding the
No. 91 conveyor belt tail pulley, Mr. Bradford conceded that
the exposed flange pulley as shown in photographic exhibit
No. P-4, was a hazard because anyone could simply reach in
and contact the pinch point.  However, he stated that the
guard was taken off and not replaced because Inspector
McGregor would not accept it as an "acceptable" guard.

With regard to Citation No. 2237048, concerning the
three holes on top of the storage bin, Mr. Bradford stated
that while he recognized that the holes were a hazard, work
was taking place at the time and everyone there was "har-
nessed off" or "secured by ropes."  The holes were there to
facilitate the removal of any material spillage into the
storage bin below.  He also stated, that workers were never
there "routinely" and that the holes were eventually closed.

With regard to citation Nos. 2237050 and 2237051 concern-
ing the dust collector drive shafts.,^. Bradford conceded
that they were not guarded.  However, he believed that these
smooth drive shafts were guarded by location and he did not
recognize them as hazards.  Although someone could walk by
the areas where the shafts were located, they are not sub-
jected to any regular or routine maintenance, and if they
are, the equipment would be shut down and locked out before
any work was performed.  He stated that comparable OSHA regu-
lations do not require that such "smooth" shafts be guarded,
and he is not aware of any injuries ever resulting from such
unguarded drive shafts.  He confirmed that another identical
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